e INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN

- CITIZENS TELECOMl\'IUNICATIONS COMPANY
- OF TENNESSEE LLC D/B/A FRONTIER

R COMMUNICATIONS OF TENNESSEE AND
By TNRSA NO 3 LP D/B/A ELOQUI WIRELESS

BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY
NASHVILLE TENNESSEE
August 29, 2002
INRE:

: PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF THE

~ ORDER APPROVING :
'IN TERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

- DOCKETNO.0200607

~ This matter came before Chanman Sara Kyle, Dlrector Deborah Taylor T ate and S

. I Drrector Pat Mlller of the Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (the “Authonty’ ), the votmg panel' S

& a351g11ed to thlS docket ata regularly scheduled Authonty Conference held on August 5, 2002 to Jolatae

o3 cons1der, pursuant to 47 U.S. C § 252 the Pet1t1on for approval of the lnterconnectlon and trafﬁc e

' 1nterchange agreement for cellular and commercml moblle radio servxces negotlated betweenj w

- Citizens Telecommumcatlons Company of Tennessee LLC d/b/a Frontler Commumcatlons Of\‘, .

s : ‘Tennessee and TNRSA No 3, LP d/b/a Eloqm Wireless. ‘The agreement was ﬁled on June 12 h’ "

Ly '2002 and came before the Authonty plll‘Su@lnt t0 47 U.S.C. § 252

| Based upon the record the rev1ew of the agreement and the standards for review set forth k: i

in 47 U S.C. § 252, the Dlrectors unanlmously granted the agreement and made the followmg: i

S ,ﬁndlngs and conclus1ons




’1) " The Authority has jurisdiction over public utilities'pursuant to"Tenn. FCOde‘ Ann

k ,’ §"65-4-1VO4. | | |

o 2) ‘ The agreement is in the pubhc interest as it provrdes consumers w1th alternatlve""‘

= sources of telecommumcatlons services vv1th1n the Cltlzens Telecommumcatrons Company of |

Tennessee LLC d/b/a Frontler Communlcatrons of Tennessee servrce area. e ‘
3) The agreement is not drscnmmatory to telecommumcatlons service providers that, L

are not partles thereto |

4) 47 US.C. § 252(e)(2)(A) provrdes that a state comm1ss1on may reject a

L negotrated agreement only 1f it “drscnmmates against a telecommumcatlons earner not a party to

‘the agreement” or 1f the 1mplementat10n of the agreement “is not consrstent w1th the pubhc' S

» 1nterest convemence or necessrty ” Unlike arbltrated agreements a state commrsswn may not y
~reject a negotlated agreement on the grounds that the agreement fails to meet the requlrements of ;l o
'47 U S. C §§ 251 or 252(d) Thus, although the Authorrty finds that nelther ground for rejectlon "
~of a negotlated agreement emsts th1s ﬁndmg should not be consu'ued to mean that the agreement
is consrstent with §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter previous Authority decrsrons
k , 5 Th15 is an agreement for the prov1s1on of commercial moblle radlo servrces and is
2 : not an agreement between competmg carriers. | |

- 6) , No person or entity has sought to intervene in this docket.

7)  The agreement is rev1ewable by the Authonty pursuant to 47 U S.C. § 252 and/ i

. ‘Tenn CodeAnn § 65-4-104

! See 47US.C. §,252(¢)(2)(B)'(sapp. 2001).




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

The Petmon is granted and the interconnection and trafﬁc mterchange agreement for; L

cellular and commerc1al moblle radio serv1ces negotlated between Cltxzens Telecommumcatlons ] " i

s Company of Tennessee, LLC d/b/a Frontler Commumcatlons of Tennessee and TNRSA No 3 3t

_LP d/b/a Eloqul ereless is approved and is subject to the review of the Authonty as prowded' i

e %,&

~"Sara Kyle Chairman

- hereln

Pat Miler, Director




